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Comments from a Higher Education Collaborator 



Nearly one year ago, I first found myself in a room with over 20 prospective 
researchers from the South Euclid-Lyndhurst district. These were teachers by day and, 
there in the late afternoon of that September day, they were preparing to embark on a 
year-long journey, the products of which have been compiled in this monograph. I felt a 
certain anxiety in the room; maybe from the normal unease people feel when they begin 
something new, maybe because of this unusual gathering of teachers and college faculty 
side-by-side, sitting in this most unusual of research classes. This latter phenomenon 
underscored the fact that this class would be different from those that all of us had taken 
in the past, certainly different from the “typical” graduate research class. This would be 
the ultimate in on-the-job training, an opportunity to learn to be a director as well as 
consumer of research. 

Because of my own teaching schedule, I was not able to sit in on the class for the 
entire year. I did, however, have the opportunity to participate during several points in 
the process in which they were engaged. What I saw was a group of teachers who came 
in with a wide diversity of knowledge but little practical experience in research, who by 
the end of the year, became quite sophisticated in terms of the questions they could now 
ask and the ways in which they could converse about the issues surrounding their own 
and their peers’ research. Research was no longer the purview of someone else, 
especially not those of us in higher education, who often ask questions and report on 
results that are insignificant to these teachers in this school district. Research was now 
something that it was in their power to do, not merely to consume. 

I suppose what impressed me most, and also pointed out the distance that the 
South Euclid-Lyndhurst researchers had covered in one short year, was that the 
discussions that I have shared with some and have overheard from others point to the 
future. These teachers are looking toward their next study, toward different and new 
questions raised by the present inquiry. That is certainly what real researchers do. While 
not necessarily the polished pieces of inquiry that one might find in a professional 
journal, these drafts demonstrate a methodological soundness, scholarly inquiry, and 
often sophisticated uses of data reporting and provide each of the authors a first step into 
the world of scholarly publication. Most importantly, these scholars have demonstrated 
their own professional commitment to bettering the classrooms in which they work for 
the benefit of students. The knowledge and experiences that they have gained have given 
them new tools to use in their efforts to improve their own students’ learning. What they 
are sharing with you in this monograph is work that began with vague questions and has 
concluded with greater understanding of themselves, their students’ research and their 
studies. 

James A. Salzman, Ph D. 

Director, Secondary Education 

Ursuline College 
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Helping to Ensure Your District Engages in 
Ethical and Quality Research 

All districts engaging in research should consider establishing an Institutional 
Review Board (IRB). The primary purpose of an IRB is to protect teachers and children 
from being exposed to unethical and poor quality research. Although IRB’s are only 
required by federal law for institutions which receive federal funds, consistent adherence 
to federal standards not only protects teachers and children, it can reduce the chances of 
undesirable legal consequence as a result of poor research. 

Our IRB includes five individuals. One person’s role is solely to ensure the 
welfare of subjects involved in the study. Another person s role is to represent science, 
and ensure that the design of the study is well planned. A third member is an outside 
member, in our case, a faculty member from a local college. Our fourth member is a 
parent. The last member of our IRB is our Director of Pupil Services who serves as an 
advisor to school policies and the district’s responsibilities to children and teachers. 

We have included a copy of our IRB’s Application for Review of Research 
Involving Human Subjects. Feel free to use all or part of it if you intend to establish an 
IRB. Any staff member who engages in any research in the district is required to 
complete all portions of this application and submit it to our IRB for review. No research 
can commence within our district until it is authorized by the IRB. Some low risk studies 
can be expedited by the IRB’s coordinator, but low risk must be defined. 
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We thank the University of Akron and Kent State University for sharing their IRB 
forms with us. 

If your district has any questions about establishing an IRB or the National 
Research Act, they can write to: 

National Commission for the Protection of Human Subjects 
5333 Westbard Avenue 
Bethesda, MD 20016 



SOUTH EU CLID-LYNDHURST 
APPLICATION FOR REVIEW 
RESEARCH INVOLVING HUMAN SUBJECTS 

(PLEASE TYPE) 



Researcher’s Name 

SchooI(s) ; 

Home Address 

State Zip 

Work Number 



Unfunded 



Funding Agency Submitted to: 



City 

Home Phone Number 

Desired Start Date 

Research Type: Funded 

Proposal Submitted for Funding: 



Title of Research: 



1. Who are the members of the research team that will have direct contact with the subjects? 
List their school(s) and grade levels or subject areas. 



PLEASE BE AWARE THAT THE RESEARCHER IS RESPONSIBLE FOR 
INFORMING ALL MEMBERS OF THE RESEARCH TEAM OF THE 
RESEARCH PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED. 
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2. 



Please explain briefly, completely, and in simple language what tasks or activities the subjects 
in this research will be doing. 



(Attach Additional Pages if Necessary ) 

Also include with this Application for Review: 

Copy of Survey Questionnaire, if applicable. If not applicable, submit XRB application in the 
meantime. 

Any other mail to be delivered to respondents (cover letter, script of verbal instructions, etc.). 



3. This study targets subjects who are: (Check YES or NO below) 



YES 


NO 


18 years of age and over 


YES 


NO 


Under 18 years of age 


YES 


NO 


Anonvmous (subject’s identitv unknown even to researcher) 


YES 


NO 


Coded for identification (subject’s identity known only to 
researcher) 


YES 


NO 


Mentally disabled 


YES 


NO 


Physically handicapped 


YES 


NO 


Economically/educationally disadvantaged 



4. Does this research involve the cooperation, participation, or approval of any agency, school, 
institution, or organization other than South Euclid-Lyndhurst? 

YES NO 

A. If so, please list them and state the extent of their involvement. 



(Attach Additional Pages if Necessary) 



B. 



Has cooperation, participation, or approval already been sought or obtained from 
this entity? (Check YES or NO below) 

YES NO Sought 

YES NO Obtained (If obtained, attach a copy of written 

approval) 

5. How do you assure that the participation of the subject is voluntary ? Will subjects be 
asked to participate? 

YES NO 



If so, in what manner? What provisions will be made for subjects not willing to participate? 



6. From where (what population) will the researcher obtain his/her volunteers? 



7. How' are subjects selected for participation? 



8. This research: (Check YES or NO below) 

YES NO Involves normal educational practices, such as research on 

regular and special education instructional strategies, or 
research on the effectiveness of, or the comparison among 
instructional techniques, curricula, or classroom manage- 
ment methods, and takes place in an educational setting. 

YES NO Does this research involve the use of educational tests? 

(Check YES or NO below) 



Cognitive YES NO 

Diagnostic YES NO 

Aptitude YES NO 

Achievement YES NO 



YES NO Does this research involve survey or interview procedures? 

(Check YES or NO below) 

Face-to-face YES NO 

Telephone YES NO 

Mailing YES NO 

Other YES NO 



(Please specify if other) 
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YES NO Does this research involve the collection/study of data? 

(Check YES or NO below) 



Existing Data 


YES 


NO 


Documents 


YES 


NO 


Medical, legal, academic 


YES 


NO 


or other records 






Other 


YES 


NO 



(Please specify if other) 



9* Can the human subject be directly identified by? (Check YES or NO below) 



Name on response form 


YES 


NO 


Photo 


YES 


NO 


Television/VCR tape 


YES 


NO 


Audiotape 


YES 


NO 


Other 


YES 


NO 



(Please specify if other) 



10* Can the human subject be identified through? (Check YES or NO below) 



Detailed biographical data 


YES 


NO 


Coded research forms 


YES 


NO 


Other 


YES 


NO 



(Please specify if other) 



11. The researcher shall make every possible attempt to maintain confidentiality of the research* 

If, for some potential reason, the responses, information, or observations of the subject became 
known to persons other than the researchers, could this information reasonably place the subject 
at risk of? (Check YES or NO below) 

(a) Damage to his/her financial standing? 

YES NO 

(b) Damage to his/her present or future employability? 

YES NO 

(c) Criminal or civil liability ? 

YES NO 

(d) Embarrassment or mental anguish? 

YES NO 



6 




14 



